MANKIND being originally equals in the order of creation, the equality could
only be destroyed by some subsequent circumstance; the distinctions of rich,
and poor, may in a great measure be accounted for, and that without having
recourse to the harsh, ill-sounding names of oppression and avarice.
Oppression is often the consequence, but seldom or never the means of
riches; and though avarice will preserve a man from being necessitously
poor, it generally makes him too timorous to be wealthy. But there is another
and greater distinction for which no truly natural or religious reason can be
assigned, and that is, the distinction of men into KINGS and SUBJECTS. Male
and female are the distinctions of nature, good and bad the distinctions of
heaven; but how a race of men came into the world so exalted above the
rest, and distinguished like some new species, is worth enquiring into, and
whether they are the means of happiness or of misery to mankind.

The nearer any government approaches to a republic, the less business there
is for a king. It is somewhat difficult to find a proper name for the
government of England. Sir William Meredith calls it a republic; but in its
present state it is unworthy of the name, because the corrupt influence If the
crown, by having all the places in its disposal, hath so effectually swallowed
up the power, and eaten out the virtue of the house of commons (the
republican part in the constitution) that the government of England is nearly
as monarchical as that of France or Spain. Men fall out with names without
understanding them. For it is the republican and not the monarchical part of
the constitution of England which Englishmen glory in, viz., the liberty of
choosing a house of commons from out of their own body- and it is easy to
see that when the republican virtue fails, slavery ensues. My is the
constitution of England sickly, but because monarchy hath poisoned the

republic, the crown hath engrossed the commons?

In England a king hath little more to do than to make war and give away
places; which in plain terms, is to impoverish the nation and set it together
by the ears. A pretty business indeed for a man to be allowed eight hundred
thousand sterling a year for, and worshipped into the bargain! Of more worth



is one honest man to society, and in the sight of God, than all the crowned
ruffians that ever lived.

But admitting that we were all of English descent, what does it amount to?
Nothing. Britain, being now an open enemy, extinguishes every other name
and title: And to say that reconciliation is our duty, is truly farcical. The first
king of England, of the present line (William the Conqueror) was a
Frenchman, and half the peers of England are descendants from the same
country; wherefore by the same method of reasoning, England ought to be

governed by France.

Much hath been said of the united strength of Britain and the colonies, that
in conjunction they might bid defiance to the world. But this is mere
presumption; the fate of war is uncertain, neither do the expressions mean
anything; for this continent would never suffer itself to be drained of

inhabitants to support the British arms in either Asia, Africa, or Europe.

Besides, what have we to do with setting the world at defiance? Our plan is
commerce, and that, well attended to,will secure us the peace and friendship
of all Europe; because it is the interest of all Europe to have America a free
port. Her trade will always be a protection, and her barrenness of gold and

silver secure her from invaders.

I challenge the warmest advocate for reconciliation, to show, a single
advantage that this continent can reap, by being connected with Great
Britain. I repeat the challenge, not a single advantage is derived. Our corn
will fetch its price in any market in Europe, and our imported goods must be
paid for buy them where we will.



